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Since none of the local Solicitors are taking 
action, it seems to me quite wrong that the Law 
Society will make no comment on the grounds that 
one of the Solicitors mentioned in the magazine 
might at some time in the future respond. 


1 feel I must press this matter for if there is no 
justice in Mrs Reid’s allegations, then I want the 
matter made clear; and if there is substance in her 
allegations, the matter should be brought into the 
open and dealt with. 


TPTJV j 11th * i984* 
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(WHY HAS THE LAW SOCIETY SILENCED AN MP) 


"Legal Mafia in Action" 

^Behind Closed Boors now asks why Mr. Brandon- 
Bravo M.P. has not purseud Ms« Reids case as 
he stated in Ms letter above dated the 11th 
January, 1984, or is he like other M.P‘a to 
scared to speak against the Legal Mafia as 
it's now over 12 months since Ms revelations 
revealed in the above letter that the matter 
should be brought out into the open and dealt 
with. Any one who would like to know the facts 
about this case should ring the person named 
heres- J. Stevenson, Legal Bept. S.T.W.A* HQ, 
Abelson House, 2297 Coventry Road, Sheldon, 
Birmin#iasa* B26 JFU* 



In the life of every man and nation, 
Comes the moment to decide 
Between good and evil t 
Truth and falsehood. 








’’One Flew Over The Cuckoos Nest” 

The above caption has "been the centrepiece on the front page of "Behind Closed 
Boors" for the past 5 years, and many people have queried its significance, not 
all have understood it, its meaning- is in its parity with the Nottingham Legal 
Establishment, i.e, a cuckoos nest has never been found, as the bird never builds 
one, on the same token when dealing with Nottinghams Legal Eagles, one finds that 
Truth and Justice seems to have passed into the world of illusion and like the 
Cuckoos nest is rarer to find* 

The case centres on "Gregsons" Solicitors ox 84 Derby Road, Nottingham, as 
they were Ms® Reids Solicitors whom she had. on Legal lid in what must be considered 
a solid and air tight Divorce case, regarding the husbands admitted adultery and 
cruelty, and desertion after nearly 30 years of marriage, yet through what can only 
be described as Criminal Negligence on Hie part of her Solicitors in failing to get 
a maintainence order, and in allowing the husbands debts to be transfered into her 
name by Severn Trent Water Authority, Ms. Reid and her two children was forced to 
live on £32 a week from November 1981 to October 1983, while the husband took trips 
to America with his girl friend*. 

The two letters Ms® Reids Solicitor, a firs. Goodall sent to the husbands 
Solicitor Mr® John S Hodgson, one dated the 2-6-82, the other dated the 1-9-82 shows 
that she was fully aware of the fact that responsibility for the Rates lay with the 
husband until the Divorce was made Absolute, yet Gregsons stood by while the debts 
were transfered to Ms. Reids name by Severn Trent Water Authority on the instigation 
of Mr. John S Hodgson knowing full well that it was Criminal Negligenee on their 
part, and also the Birmingham County Court Registrar Mr. Bumie, who amended the 
Summons on the Application made by Mr, Bridle of Severn Trent Water Authority was 
guilty of Criminal Intent, yet no action has been taken against them. 

When "Behind Glosed Doors 11 first published Ms, Reids story and exposed people 
like John S Hodgson, Mrs. Goodall, Susan Gregson-Murray, end the unethical conduct 
of the Registrars of Birmingham and Nottingham County Courts, Bumie of Birmingham 
and Hibbert, Hotter, Enzer, and Cochrane of Nottingham, John Hodgson paniced and 
wrote to the Attorney General to seek an injunction to stop "Behind Closed Doors’* 
exposing the truth, the Attorney General ordered an investigation by members of the 
Nottingham C.I.D., yet the first person to suffer was ffe* Reid, the C.I.D. went to 
her home with Bigs to record the conversation and even dragged her into the Station 
for questioning, it was there they produced the Bug and played her own words back to 
her, they then accused her of writing "Behind Closed Boors", Ms. Reid reminded them 
that she came to Nottingham in August I960, and that "Behind Closed Doors” had been 
in existence since 1979* They also got John Boyd, the Editor of "BCD” out of bed at 
8a,m. the next morning and held him for 4 hours of interrogation on the 19 th July’84, 
this was not the first time Mr. Boyd had been roped in over the case, but accusing 
Ms. Reid while at the same time handling Solicitors like Hodgson and Susan Gregson- 
Murr^y like Royalty makes one wonder at the pcwers of the Legal Establishment has 
even when Solicitors are involved in Criminal ictivities and it involves the Police. 

Ms. Reid is now awaiting a reply from t ie Chief Constable of Nottingham to 
her Solicitors letter to him dated the 1st Feb. 1985, an investigation has been going 
on for some time into this case by the C.I.D. but seems to be getting no where, so 
her Solicitor wrote to them for an explanation about the delay, one thing is sure,this 
case will not lie fallow until the Law Society md its carpetbaggers in Nottingham 
exposed for what they are, they are running a Legal system which has long lost its 
cloak of respectability and is today run by a "1 'ratemity of Shylocks" who under the 
cloak of Truth and Justice have done for British Justice what their counterparts 
"Batman and Robin" done for it ii America, made it a farce, for under the umbrella 
of Authority, the Law Society uncter the guise o: * being Democratic must run parr with 
the Mafia in its manipulation of Truth and Just: ce* 


^Behind Closed Doors, is not allied to any Pol: tical Party, Institution, neither 
endorses any such, like Organisations, we are self-supporting, but may accept 
donations to cover the cost of printing. 

Contact*— "Campaign Justice for Women", c /o 5 Shakespeare Street, Nottingham. 
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15 Warrant issued by Birmingham County Court reissued by Nottingham County 
Court Registrars, lie. Hibbert, Hotter, Enzer, and Cochrane, yet these 
same Registrars had known all the facts of the case as they had presided 
over her Divorce therefore they were guilty of unethical conduct. 

16 Copy of Seizure of Goods notice with '’Behind Closed Doors” comment at the 
top of the page. 

17 Am amazing turnabout by S.T.W.A. in the issuing of an overdue account not¬ 
ice dated 16—5—33 in V.Southerns name, yet the summons was still in Ms.Reids 
name, this can only be seen as panic on the part of S.T.W.A. as they knew 
they were .guilty of perverting the course of justice. 

18 Short letter from Nottingham County Court to Ms. Reid dated 6-6-83 in reply 
to her asking for an explanation for the transfer of the summons. ”Behind 
Closed Doors” comment at top of this page® 

19 Summons issued by Nottingham Magistrates Court dated 13-7-83 on behalf of 
the City Treasury for rate arrears of two previous years, it was sent to 
Ms* Reid yet it was in her married name of Mrs. Southam, and can only he 
seen, as a deliberate attempt by the City Treasury to force her to pay her 
husbands bills® 

20 Letter from the City Treasury to Ms. Reid dated 26-7-83 in which he states 
the summons had been withdrawn and the records ammen.deA, yet there was no 
apology for the panic caused in Mrs. Reids home when she received the sum— 
mens, yet Sheldon states that the summons was sent on the advise of her 
husband who wrote to Sheldon earlier that year, it again proves that even 
in the world of a buffoon like Sheldon, a woman is a second class citizen. 

21 Letter to Mr. Sheldon City Treasury from Ms. Reids husband dated 7—2—83 this 
is the letter which Sheldon mentioned in his letter to Ms. Reid dated 26—7— 

83, it again proves that in the eyes of people like Sheldon only the husbands 
word is taken for Ms. Reid was not told of the change of rate arrears until 
she received the summons® 

22 Page taken from ‘Family Law* where under paragraph headed "Rate Obligation" 
it states very clearly that the Husband is liable for the Rates until the 
Decree Absolute of divorce. Yet, people like Sheldon of the City Treasury, 
and ..Bridle of the Severn Trent Water Authority seem to be able to make up 
their own Laws as the occasion arrises. 

23 Letter dated 26.5.33* to Ms. Reid's solicitor from John S Hodgson, which is 
self contradictory in that he says his client would look to Ms. Reid for re¬ 
imbursement for payment of the rates. Here—in, he conveniently forgets that 
m his letter of the 7.1.82, he states that his client would meet with the 
rates until the Decree Absolute* What Hodgson fails to realise, is that to 
be a good Liar one must have a good memory: not a Convenient one. Hodgson, 
who is also a "Barrister” in his own right, is guilty of Gross "Professional 
Misconduct" in his handling of this case, as Ms. Reid's solicitors'- GREGSONS, 
were merely Pawns when dealing with a Vulture like Hodgson, as in Plis capac¬ 
ity he knew all about Family Law, including Divorce. 

24/2p When Ms Reid was at home in Scotland, in December 1933, she went to a well 
known Glasgow solicitor to obtain advise over the difficulties she was ex¬ 
periencing in her divorce case. The letter dated 29 .12.33 is the reply. As 
can be seen in this letter, the solicitor - after perusing the correspondance 
and documents relating to her case, advise- 1 her that heronly course of action 
was to take a case against her solicitors - GREGSOUS of 84 Derby Rd, Nottingham. 
He also suggested that she should write to the "Professional Purposes” Dent, 
of the Law Society in London, which she had already done to no avail, as 
subseouent letters have shown. 
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I & 2 Mr. Hodgsons letter to Ms* Reids Solicitors "Gregsons" doted the 7-1-32, is 
which he states he had taken his clients instructions, and his own comment 
on page 2 para<» B, that his client would meet with the rates until the Divorce, 
yet. as subsequent letters will show that with Mr* Hodgson self-contradiction 
is the order of the day* 

3 Summons dated 10—3-*82 issued by Nottingham City Treasury against Mr* V* Southam 
Mrs. Reids husband for rates which she passed on to her Solicitor "Gregsoms"* 

4 & 5 Personal letter dated 11-5-82 sent to Ms* Reids Solicitor by her husband is 

which he states he told the Bailiffs who had called to his office that he was 
responsible for the rates until the Divorce was Absolute, this letter ami the 
one above dated 7-1-82 from his Solicitor shows that the Summons Ammesdod to 
Ms* Reids name could not have been done without his Solicitors compliance* 

6 Letter to Mr* Hodgson from Ms. Reids Solicitor Mrs. Goodall dated ^-6-32 which 
shows that Mrs. Reid was unaware of where her husband was living, it also 
proves that her Solicitor knew where responsibility for the rates lay, yet i»‘ 
the subsequent transference of the debt to Mrs. Reids name by Severn Trent 
Water Authority the issue was never challenged by her Solicitors* 

7 Summons dated 29-7—82 against Mrs. Reids husband Mr.V.Southam issued this time 
by Birmingham County Court on the instructions of Mr. J.Stevenson Solicitor for 
S.T.W.A. for water rates this Mrs. Reid also passed on to her Solicitor. 

8 Letter to ¥.Southams Solicitor Mr.J.Hodgsoa from Mrs. Goodall dated 1-9—82, it 
shows that in knowing about the Summons of Default issued to V.Southam and 
passing it on to his Solicitor that 4 months later on the 25-1—83 they were 
guilty of "Criminal Negligence" when with having "Knowledge aforethought" thay 
not only allowed the ammendraent of the summons to their clients name, but in¬ 
structed her to pay the debt. 

9 Writ of Judgement issued against V.Southam by S.T.W.A. dated 15-10-82 which Ms® 
Reid again passed on to her Solicitor. 

10 Letter dated I9-II-82 from Mr. Hodgson to Mrs. Reids Solicitors in which he 
says Mrs. Reid was losing £60 a month due to their incompetence, the letter 
also states in para.4, that with an intrim court order his client would no 
longer pay the rates. This is in contradiction to his letter dated 7-1—82, yet 
her Solicitors never challenged it. 

11 Application for Ammendment of V.Southams debts to Mrs. Reids name by K.Briile 
of S.T.W.A. dated 17-1-83, yet it was omitted in their letter dated 13—2—84 
t« Ms. Reid. 

12 Copy of Decree Absolute of Mrs. Reids marriage dated 25-1-83 at Nottingham 
County Court, yet no raaintainence order was made. 

13 Application for Ammendment of summons to Mrs. Reid by S.T.W.A. to Birmingham 
County Court dated 25—1—33, yet Mrs. Reid knew nothing of this as she was 
waiting at Nottingham County Court for her Decree Absolute. 

14 Warrant dated 20-3-83 issued by Birmingham County Court against Mrs. Reid, yet 
she knew nothing of this, they even omitted it from their letter dated 13-2—04 
as they had done with the S.T.W.A. one dated 17-1-83* 


( S. T. V. A. ) 
Severn Trent Water Authority. 
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26,. .Letter dated 3.1.84 from Birmingham County Court to Ms. Reid 

which states that all proceedings will be set aside, and the Action with¬ 
drawn. Re again ask - "Shat reimbursement can Ms Reid expect for having 
lived through three years of misery, with her life in ruins, and her home 
in Baxters, as Debts pile up trying to keep a hone and family on £32 per 
week, while her husband takes trips to America with his girl friend Aided 
by his solicitor J.S.Hodgson, who, by a strange coincidence was also a close 
friend of the said girl friend 


27..Amazing letter from Severn Trent to Ns. Reid's solicitor dated 4.1.34, which 
has Bridle at his usual Incompetant Best. He states that the original amend¬ 
ment to the summons still stood, and he could see no reason to consider Ns. 
Reid’s claim for compensation. 


23..Letter dated II.I. 84 . from Ms. Reid's M.P. Mr. Brandon Bravo, to Mr. J Hoyle 
of the Law Society, asking rightly, for an explanation as to how solicitors' 
and other members of the Judiciary are protected by the Law Society. He states 
that if there is substance in Ms. Reid's case, then it should be brought into 
the open and dealt with. In other words - a PUBLIC ENQUIRY. 


29 ..Letter to Nr. Brandon Bravo from Mr. J.D.M.Hoyle dated 26.1.34. which shows 
£1*1$ Hr. Hoyle, who is a member of the Professional Purposes Department (i.e. The 
Pinstriped Protection Dept, of the Law Society) in his usual role of Covering 
Up the activities of the more unsavoury members of his profession. Also, 
insert is am item about businessman Les Parsons planning to sue the Law Society 
for their cover up for another solicitor. VJe must now ask — "What can the 
public expect when the very Fabric of their culture is composed of Charlatons 
and "Shakedown" artists.? 


30..Hodgson's letter dated 31.1.84. to Ms. Reid’s solicitor, in which he states 

6 y ^Hat he only first became aware of proceedings against his client in September 

x 1982, conveniently forgetting that in Mrs. Goodail's letter to him of the 

2.6.82. she specifically mentioned the Rates, and the Bailiff calling at his 

clients office. He states that he pointed out to Severn Trent that his client 

had at no time lived in the property at 109 The Downs, .and that rightly, pro¬ 
ceedings should be taken against Ms. Reid. Yet, in paragraph 2 he says he 
wonders what motivated Severn Trent Hater Authority to take the course of action 
they did. i But in stating that Ms. Reid was the author of her own misfortune, 
one can only see what can only be described as "Psychopathic Behaviour", as 
no Co.upetant person would write such a contradictory letter. 


31.. Letter dated 31.1.34 which Ms Reid sent to Birmingham County Court repuesting 
an explanation as to how her EX husband“s debts could be transferred into Her 
name without her knowledge. This was the Third letter she hod to write to 
get an "explanation". 

32.. Letter of reply to Ms Reid from Birmingham County Court, LORD CHANCELLORS OFFICE 
dated 13.2.84. in which as they say, they give a clearly worded account of the 
proceedures of this summons through The Courts, yet they have blotently left 
out the two most important dates a) The 17.1.83(which should be between the 

the dates "I5.IO.32 and the 25 .1.83") and which was when Bridle of Severn 
Trent Rater Authority applied to Pave the summons "amended" to Ms. Reid's 
name. b) The 20.3.83 ( Hhich should have been between 25.1.33 and the 3.1.34) 
and which was t£e iati that Burnie - The Registrar of Birmingham County Court, 
issued a Judgement Against Ms Reid without her knowledge. The original Judge¬ 
ment was against Ms. Reid’s EX husband — V.T.Southam for non payment of rotes, 
yet this "judgement" was evithed into her name, which in itself constitutes 
the Criminal Act of interfering with Court Documents. 
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33/34*.Letter dated 14 . 5.84 to Ms. Reid from Mr Debere - Secretary of the 
irofessional Purposes Department of The Law Society. In the letter, 
Debere attempts to discredit the fact of Ms. Reid's case by insin- 
* hat as + sne was involved with the Nomen's Movement, she was 
/ ' r M ln S to use her case as a campaigning issue* This can only 

e seen as a pathetic attempt to gloss over the activities of the un¬ 
savoury members of his profession. 

35*. Letter to Ms, Reid from Severn Trent Water Authority dated 3I.I.85 
a '*0* threa1:en t0 disconnect her water supply. We now ask - 

Has the old means of swapping summons' gone out of fashion ? Or is 
Severn Trent once again trying to walk over people.? Ms.Reid having 
written twice to them about her cash delay from the. Department of 
Health ana Social Security. 

36.. Letter .J*?' 85 *. to Ms * Heii h0 r solicitor in which he high¬ 

lights the difficulties in having her state benefit sorted out. Yet 
evern Trent - no doubt incensed at having their shady activities 
made Public, and knowing the plight she was in, decided to threaten 
to cut off her water supply. Mr. Nelson also points out that he has 
written to the Chief Constable of Nottingham regarding the criminal 
actions that took place in the Severn Trent Water Authority Department 
of Birmingham County Court, and about her claim for compensation. 

He is also waiting for Legal Aid certificates to be granted to pursue 
her claim for_reimbursement against her former solicitor - Gregsons, 
due to the Criminally Negligent way they'handled her Legal Affairs. 
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A SEPARATED couple are taking it in turns to 
live in their council house ... on the orders of 
a judge. 

The bizarre ruling means Carol Ward and her se en 

itiiiiiiititfiiiiiitiiiiiumimiiiitimmiiiiiiimimiiimmamiE month old son s .av 

§ there for six weeks. 

§ Then they move out 
S to allow Carols 
£f common-law husb-.nd 
= Dougins Winning b.rk 

- r * 1 " 11 1 1 . «—■ 


By HUGH WHITT0W 


in for the same period. 

In between residence 
at the three-bedroom 
house in Cotgravt*. near 
Nottingham, 

CAROL, 20. lives at a 
hostel for the homeless 
with b'thy Paul. And 

DOUGLAS, 21. goes to 
stay $ U!) Ins si>tor. 


Judge Thomas Ilea Id 
ordered the merry-go- 
go-round when Caioi and 
Douglas both applied for 
j the tenancy of the house 
when they split up. 

! Carol, who moves in 
| tomorrow' for her latest 
j turn. said: •* Until 

; recently we were shar¬ 
ing the house on r* two- 
week basis but the 
judge extended the 
period.*’ 


Judge Thomas Heald who sat in Jud rement on the case of Lexie Reid 
refused to answer the recorded letters sent to him asking for an 
explanation as to how hex name cam i to he substituted for that of 
her husbands debts* 
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Dear Sir© 



Southern and Souths* 


W® writ® further to our letter of th® 30th of December. We 

have taken our client*a instructions on your letter, and our comments 
follow. Me are however also instructed to write in oonnebtion with 
certain behaviour of your client which has recently*coee to our client's 
attention. 

It appears that on a nunber of occasions in the last few week© 
your client has telephoned our client's employer at 6 in the morning. 

She has apparently spoken at length to various members of the staff 
present at the time. The reauon why the natter has only Just cone to 
our client's attention is that it was only today that your oilert spoke 
to a senior member of staff who reported, the matter to hie superiors. 

In the first place our client is highly embarrassed by the fact that hie 
and your client's personal aflairs are being discussed apparently at random 
with total strangers whose only connection with our client is that they 
happen to work for the ease relatively large organisation. In th# second 
place it appears that following the report from th® gentleman to whom your 
client spoke this morning there has been a meeting of Directors to 
consider th® position. Our client has been warned firstly that hie own 
Job performance will now be closely examined to see whether hi.® present 
matrimonial difficulties are adversely affecting it which could possibly 
have very serious repercussions on hi® employment, and secondly that the 
Co *P aa 3 r fibds this behaviour of your client quite unacceptable in that it 
embarrasses the staff who have to deal with these telephone calls, and takes 
them away from the duties for which they era being paid. We understand 
that this sorningfe telephone catl fir example lasted all of thirty minutes. 

Obviously our client has only had a second or third hand account of 
what your client has been saying, and it appears that your client la giving 
a very over dramatised and very partial account of the situation, gome of 
what your client has had to say bears on tbs ymmgar children of the family. 
The reason why our client has not mad® sore effort to see these children 
since the separation is simply that ha has felt that his presence at the 
ft&trioiofijal home uould v ^ — A Rvmcqr your client* 


COf:t/m * 
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Our client would certainly.be happy to ee© mors of these children end 
help them come to terns with what has happened. All that i@ necessary 
is for your client to give an indication of some Beans whsreby this 
can be achieved. 

Our client honestly believes that he has dens his beat to minimi®® 
the adverse effect of the separation on your client and he will continue 
tc do so so far as is within his power. If your client requires an cutlet 
for her emotions on the subjest, we would have thought that theorem a 
considerable number of people and organisations far sore suitable th»n 
randomly selected fellow employees of our client. 

We now turn to deal with your letter of the 21st of December and our 
client's comments arising therefrom. We ©hall deal with the points raised 
in the same order in which you raised the®. 

i 

(a) This is the first that cur client knew of these standing orders. 

He tells us that they do not in any way relate to clothes for himself, 
although he accepts that they may quite well relate to clothes for 
the children. In so far aa they relate to clothes for the children 
our client will be prepared to assume responsibility for them. We 
shall however require full details of tho asounta still payable, and 
the items of clothing which are involved. Our client tells us that 
he has never had any dealings on credit with either of these two 
organ!satLons, and he believes that in so far as thee© accounts do 
not relate to jlothes for the children they may well relate to clothes 
or other items for your.client which our client is not pSpared to pay 
for. 

(b) The or. .y insurance premium of which our client ie ©ware is the 
House Insurance collected by the Building Society In addition to the 

X mortgage payments. ''Our client is 'prepared to continue to Beet this. 

■ £bur client is also prepared to meet the rates until there is a divorce ?J 
Or. i there is a divorce, our client will no longer be ia rateable 
-upation, and your client will bo able to obtain a rate rebate. 
i is obviously difficult for us to make the tecesiary calculations, 

>ut we would have thought that the rebate would be a substantial one. 

We would be prepared to advise ourclient at l v » t stage to consider 
an adjustment to maintenance if the rej. Inal > n lability were 
substantial. 
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IN THE CITY OF NOTTINGHAM 
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W. SH:LDO M 


DM PLAINT has this day been made to me, the Clerk to the Justices by j 

collector of general rate charges m the sa»d City that you, being a person 
.ly rated and assessed in respect of the (several) rate(s) set out in the schedule hereto 
f ve not paid the (several) sum(s) set out opposite to the rate(s) respectively in the 
«d schedule (?*)«£* P^JtWWPtfX V 

DU ARE THEREFORE HEREBY SUMMONED TO APPEAR ON 

: • I D AY THE 26TK t>; V of " .* C**’ 1 ^ f 2 £T THE HOUR C F T EN C'CLCCK 

‘ore the Magistrates' Court sitting at the Guildhall. Nottingham to show cause why 
j have not paid the said sum(s). 

vou do not appear you will be proceeded against as if you had appeared and be dealt with according to law 

pA7f r T«: \?T> DAY pF^&RC H 19'2 

*,c n . \rj 

Cfirk to the Justices for the City aforesaid. 



SCHEDULE 
GENERAL RATE 

No.3 t 

Made on the 


€ 

9TH DAY 0* 

*m:ch icfi 

'■? 0 ,2 V. 

SUFPLtr-cM*- 

?Y RATE HADE ON THE 


27TH DAY OF 

JULY 19? 1 

if .«C 


0 c 


ARREARS OF FORMER RATE made on the 


f'ATES DUE 


THE UNDERMENTIONED COSTS HAVE 
ALREADY BEEN INCURRED. 

Rating Authority for obtaining this summons. 
Clerk to the Court 


21 c c 3 kpcg 90 


TOTAL 


127 .1C 


3 .CC 

C • 1 c 


IF THE AMOUNT OF THE ABOVE COSTS TOGETHER WITH THE RATES CLAIMED BE PAID TO 
RATING AUTHORITY ATJHE CITY TREASURY, GUILDHALL BURTON STREET. NOTTINGh 
NG1 2DE BEFORE THE DAY ON WHICH THIS SUMMONS IS RETURNABLE. ALL FURTHER P 
CEEDINGS WILL BE STOPPED. 
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MG/JS 

Reid 


J3H/KH 2nd June 1982 

(Dictated 28th May) 

lira Goodall 


Dear Sira 

Rat Raid «*/■» Southern 

Me thank you for your latter of the 12th of May 1982 and we refer to our 
telephone conversation with your racretary of the 26th of May. Me confirm 
that divorce papers have been filed In Nottingham County Court and the 

th ® <Mtter * a j 982 (D) tOOS. You should shortly therefore be 
receiving th® papers from the Court, 

Me note what you say with regard to the rates. When our Client last 
received notice from the City Council that the rates ware overdue she did 
telephone Mr Southern's parents with a view to finding out his address and 
forwarding the datnsnd to him there. Mr Southern's parents telephoned her 
back and informed her that they did not know where he was living. 
A £ C °!wj n8ly 5^* Court Bailiff called at har honaour Client stated that 
she did not know where Mr Southern was living; she only knew that he waa 
working at Fork Farms. This presumably led to the incident which you rofer 
to in your letter. To prevent any re occurrence we have advised our Client 
to hand documents addressed to Mr Southern to ourselves and we shall then 
forward tham on to you# 

We would inform you that your Client did attempt to sneak to us on the 
telephone after the Bailiff incident, and also wrote no us giving his 
sodress for future correspondence ts that of hit parents in Peterborough. 

Your Client also mentioned in this letter that ia wished to have certain 
items returned to hln namely hie clothes, two now suit cases, and a 
portable television given to him by his parents. Our Client has no 

4 ° ! he f® iteia * b ® ing collacfced 80 lonr ; a* she is notified of 
when this is to be so that she can have the ite;ia ready. She suggests a 

Saturday morning as being convenient end we would be grateful if you would 
..fa #. i 0n , thi "* 5110 als *° ruentiona that the children's portable 

J® 11 ha ® disap P eared » and if yo« Client hns removed this ahe 
would like it to be returned by him. 


Cont'd.P T 0 .... 

t 


Messrs Fraser Brown Yftiito & 

Solicitors 

KDX 10,0 It 


n eara 
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v»f»ORTANT BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM SEE INSTRUCTIONS OVERLEAF 


BIRMINGHAM COUNTY COURT 


Summon# 

NUOiObi 



W82 


’49016 D5 


PARTICULARS 0? CLAIM 


i SEVERN-TRENT WATER AUTHORITY 
LOWER TRENT DIVISION 
GREAT CENTRAL ROAD 
MANSFIELD 
NG18 2RJ 


MOfWNO 5 19 21 0126 1090 1 3 


IHS PlAiNTlff'S Ct AtM 1$ fO*t CHAfJGfS MW SY TMf 
PUSSUANf ID Inf WATIft AOS 1 * 4 $ AND W 3 AND fHt WfcfSfc 
CMAKG4S AC! iVM *Ok iHf S'gRlOD 


Solicitor * suvtHSON - mxiotos ro* ths hamim who wm 

ACCIW 54FSVICE Of All PHOCOOJNGS At Ihf AOO«t$$ 
SHOWN ASOVg 

Rtf No. | 


1ST APR 1982 TO 30TH SEP 1982 


TOCtTHM WITH AttfAU. IFAWV fUU ftMIHCUASS WMfSfOf HW 
»HN OEUVfSED 


Defendant 


MR V S0UTHAM 


IN ttSPtCT Of (If WFFMENT »*OM THAT SHOWN QH* 0 $lTf| 


109 THE DOWNS 
WILF0RD 
NOTTINGHAM 
NG11 ?E A 


What tha 

claim i# lor 


CHARGfS out AS 8IUE0 


I apply tor thi# action, if defended to be ralarrad to arbitration 

(Mark bo* if appropriate) 


Signed 


/ i- qtk 


Data 27/07/! 


□ 




Amount claimed 
Court faa 


148! 5! 

t 

14| 9< 


Th# defendant is not & person under disability 


JURISDICTION (DEFENDANT OUT OF DISTRICT) 

The facts relied upon &$ showing that the causa of action arose 
within tha district are 

IH£ CHAIICIS DU€ AND ASSISSfD IN S!*MINGham 


Solicitor s costs 


TOTAL 


Date of .mu a 


Data of service 


By posting on the 


! 

178j 4) 

? 9 J1I! A? 



Officer 


i V pa r> 

IS • tO'El 


Tha tummoni in thi# css* frm not PC'— «#n 
having bean returned by tha Post Offie*» * 

"Gone away" or 


D&* i 


Officer 



























MKG/3S 

Reid 


JSH/KH 1st September 1982 
(dictated 25.8,82} 

Mrs Goodall 


Dear Sirs 

Re; Southam and Reid 

Vie thank you for your letters of the 28th of July and 10th of August 1982 
end regret our delay in replying to you. 

We wish to apologise for the unnecessary contact our Client has made with 
your Client. 

We are arranging to see our Client again when firs Goodall returns from 
holiday in order to discuss the property and maintenance matters more 
realistically. 

We confirm that we have received your Client's acknowledgment of service 
and are arranging for our Client to apply for directions for trial by 
special procedure. 

We are also forwarding two opened letters which our Client has only just 
forwarded to us. Regrettably we note that one addressed to your Cliabt is 
a County Court Default Summons in respect of water rates which has already 
expired. We accept that these steps will have to be taken into account 
when the property matters are finally resolved. 

Yourp faithfully 


• A 

\ : 

GREGSONS 


Messrs Fraser Brown White & Pears 

Solicitors 

MDX 10,011 







t$t ~ Judgment for Pfeim&f 
(Steele Poyrmttt) 

Ortkr 24 ,Rglt 2 0 l 


... 9 _ 

BIRMINGHAM County Court PLAINT No. \ftQ2 / 149016 0 


W*teh mutt tM mantlontd in any 
Hit#r to tha Court about Vikeata. 


SLVERN-TRENT WATER AUTHORITY 
LOWER TRENT DIVISION 
GREAT CENTRAL ROAD 
HAN S FX E LD 
NG t a 2«J 


l 


HR V SOUTHAM 

109 THE DOWNS 
WZLFORD 
NOTTINGHAM 
NG11 7EA 


I. 



k’M «- 


Defendant 


IT IS ADJUDGED that the Plaintiff do recover egaintt tha Defendem 

. £ o 


the sum of 

lh-% ss 

and 

i 00 

tha sum of 

1 

the sum of 

■— 

tho sum of 




Dated 

l 5 cti E X 


j, eorfca on suaraoaa 
«o«te on antry of judgBant 

into Court or to tha Plaintiff I 
to tha Registrar of this Court 


on she 


3** C ‘ T <&■ 


~ METHOD OP PAYMENT 

By c*ttin§ 9 t rft* Court Qtfic* Psymsm miy b* m*d* m cash or by BANKER'S OR APT, GIRO DRAFT Of by CHEQUE 
SUPPORTED BY A CHEQUE CARO SUBJECT TO THE CURRENT CONDITIONS FOR ITS USE. Draftt and C fcooiiM 
must b* rmti* pcysblo to HM PAYMASTER GENERAL *nd crossed. 

PAYMENT OTHERWISE THAN AT THE COURT OFFICE COUNTER DURING OFFICE OPENING HOURS IS AT THE 
^YER'S 0WN mSK R * m *«»*<** *0 the court by post must b* by POSTAL ORDER, BANKER'S DRAFT Of GIRO 
DRAFT only. med» ptysblo to HM PAYMASTER GENERAL end crostod. Chaouet. giro ehoquos ond stomps mm not 
•ccsptsd. Payment ctnnot t* received by bonk or giro crodit trtniffr. 

J* 4 * f orm should bo onptospd and Postage must bp prepaid A stamped addressed envelops must bp e*f*os#d to enable this 
form, with « receipt, to b# returned to you 


THE COURT OFFICE AT:- 


is open from 10 e m. 
till 4 p.m. on 

Mondsyt to 
Fndoys only. 


2 Newton Street 
Birmingham B4 7LU 


D. F, Burn* 

Registrar 
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE 8c PEARS 


SOLICITORS 

COMMISSIONERS FOR OATHS 
H. iOLY WHITBY 
X V. MOORE 
P L. T. JACKS 

A. a. PALPfttMAM, M.A. (CANTASi 
»• I. HCWSON, M.A.{CANTAS) 

J. S« HODGSON, M.A. CCANTA®} 


orric* Kbuash 

»-S lei |.f 
MONDAY TO rmeAY 

OUR REF 

your 8 /REXD 


84 FRIAR LANE, 

NOTTINGHAM 

NO! §£D 

TB.EFHONI; 42»4I 13 LIMES) 

.r. 1 9.82 


Dear Sira, 
Southam and Reiri 


_e understand .rom our client that the older of the two children of the 
.axaixy still at home is now in full time employment. That being so, it 
is clearly appropriate that the question of maintenance be reviewed! 


Wi J ’ 1 ”° doubt our client has for approximately a year been 

paying maintenance on the basis of our proposals of the 13 th of November 

Droned !hf re ^ ate that y0U may have been reluctant to consider formal 
proposals when the question of sale of the matrimonial home was unresolved. 

client 686 J he " et situation is that for the past twelve months your 
Order 1 ^ actua lly lost £60 each month because of the absence of a Court 

i/e would suggest that matters now be regularised and that there be a Court 

ruer. Our client would submit to continuing to pay the mortgage, but not 

the rates and other outgoings in respect of the matrimonial home. He would 

a to continue to pay maintenance at the equivalent of the 

previously agreed rate after deducting a suitable amount for the child who 

* ?£* f°^ loBg ® r dependent. We would'consider that thatamount is £ 60 , and 

nL th6 Sw* S ?f Uld be in the 6Um oi 180 P« r «onth for your client and £60 
per month for the younger boy, 

^. d °. 6troa «ly that the matter should be resolved one way or another, 
find hiiLiT ClieBt 16 nost reluctant to take unilateral action, he may 

“ cupelled to that course unless matters are resolved by agreement. 


v °” r e faithfully. 


Nessrs, Gregsons, 
Solicitors, 

84 Pa''by doad, 
Nottingham. 



j .r. 





;/ Conspiracy, 

Below is a notice of Application dated *17tk Janaary* 1983 to Birmingham County 
Court by Mr, K,W, Bridle of Seram treat Water Authority for leave to amend the 
Straaons and Writ of Judgement issued against V. Southern to his wifes maiden mm® 
of Ms® L.M.B. RSIS, this amenfteeat was grant id by Bir in Ingham County Court on 
idia same day 25th January 1983 that Mrs Seid ms waiting for her decree Absolute 
at Eottiaghaa County Court yet Mrs Reid knew nothing of this® 

In the Birmingham County Courts letter to Mrs Reid dated the 13,2,84, 
they eeatfteibatXy emitted the Sfetic© ©f Applic&tim for the ma j u et ©f the 
wmsrmm dated the 17th January 1983 frees their letter as dated* Ve a m ask why 
thin application for the stamens ef transfer is missing between Idle dates 15,10,82 
m& 25*1*83* 


We oust new ssk, whit Mrs, Rei 4 can expect in compensation fer the tur¬ 
moil and natal conflict she and her family had to g© through! we have estimated 
in the regies of £20,000 but wheat the overall affect is t&k@a into coasideratioa 
®nly time will decide the real truth, w® seay trail ask the question of hew may Mere 


w<ae» haw hmm. put through this ordeal by Screra Treat Water Authority and County- 
Courts in this s# called fair and just democracy* 


£x. 23 **Notice ® f Application BmMSNGmM CmMy Cut 

m. V So uthom 


Plaintiff, 


AND. 


Defendant 


p £&2 Kit 2. 14 c -i O'i 


1 intend to eppljr to the Judos (or Registrar) of this Court «t 

Ths.cotwTY court, potton smesr, entvsacmM. 


■ m 

(1) Slat© for (1) 
nature end 
grounds of 
Application, 


?i>1 i ®f * | 19 »at o'clock 

A.coVC 10 amend ttx c, ummo n^ 


f^Vb 

rios 

Sbhc 


L fn. & 6c ?d m.b Sou-Thorn 
tevcrfrd bock ! c her moiden name 

~ — ‘ ' w ' ! " (ot tKc wol'er 
Ihc pai hcolaib 


~ fet>ponb>bic, 

arp rqcb. S>irj+rc.' to¬ 
ot- cioifn 

«*Sr " y °“ *?•"* “ tS rf 81 th * l " re! 


nks just will be medn In your ®ij§enc@. 


Doted this Wwrdsy 


To the r 2; int j ff 
Defend snt 



rm nm 






/'< it‘»c§!p N*i< *hs©H$tt; {Divorce) 


MATRIMONIAL 

CAUSES RULES In the NOTTINGHAM County Court. 

Rui- $7<2) 

No. of matter 19S2(D)1005 

BETWEEN .^.HA?IBmREI©Jfomwrljf . 

Southern; 

AND.... Respondent 

■ 

AND... Respondent 


© 


Referring to the decree made in this cause on the 9th 
drt / of Ncveneer 19 8? whereby it was decreed that the marriage? 

solemnised on the* 14th day of July 19 *& 

at 


The Parish ^huroh in the Parish of S Anne Brondesbury in the County of Middlesex 


bt t ween 


and 


Lexie Viry Bell Reid 

(ferrerly Sonthenk) 


the Petitioner 


* * Victor Tiict-.y Southern 

the Respondent 

.. . . -j ;-ic » jjp***** ■ 

< h « ' ft***' 

bf dissolved unless sufficient cause be shown to the Court within six weeks from 


the making tbi n of ivn y * thd said decree should not be made absolute, and no such cause 


, It 


i*4 tilt 

said marriage was thereby dissolved. 


h.Kinif lM.*en Shown, it it, in* reify certified that the said decree was 
W _ • 

■ Of'*' dry of 190. made final and absolute and that the 


Dated 




A.A. HIBBERT, G.A. HOTTER. ‘ 

C.E. LAVENDER. ♦ * 
C. ENZER, 

Registrars. 


Addr*« alt esmmunicat.om «o> the Court to TheChiaf Cl*fk. County Court, St. Peter* Get*. NOTTINGHAM. 
The Court (ilhet at St. Peter 1 * Gat*. Nottingham, 

«i open Iron 10 a m. liti 4 pm on Monday* to Fridays poly. 


MGR 3? 162/t/A 13§S? 2m tfc/81 ft 


PvtmN o. D3? 







eiKiYii;-4un/\M 


(1) SEVCnMTRINT VVATin AUTHORITY 

BETWEEN ......... 


AND 


r 

5 f-'uZ. ■ v/ 

\ rj cx rO»^JL rV' 



PLAINTIFF 


DEFENDANT 



L 


<=, m ~i &.r\ 


J 


CASE Mn wg 3 L. o» 6 _ PJ 


( 1 ) 

ft in a 

matter. v*>r=>o#*~» fc:^>o. £*»«.-> £2u* *»*«** 

‘Q,‘Se ' * * ‘ 

heading 


oC- s AA 


r- 


I ^ *T>-3L.rr» J** 


fcs*«2U .£3 ' v/ < 


V--C 3 *~*~x a****-**^ 


r.'-V n-t 1 L. . ^. - A ^<2SLi cr* . 


dated 2 5 JAM 1233 




Address aii communications to the Chief Clerk AND QUOTE THE ABOVE CASE NUMBER 
THE COURT OFFICE AT 


is open from 10 am to 4 pm Monday to Friday 


N 24 General form of judgment or order. 
Ord*f22n.,iet(n 


4/52 R.Ud. S-rt SXC^t 






in the BIRMINGHAM County Court. 
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No. of Pluint No. of € *on. 

w 1U9016 I s Q 04821 

Si'vrir Tf^ni Wa!*r Aulhonty 

BETWEEN . 
belo*! 


PitirUi/f 

fTht (mm« *od) »<!4rtn of fht {Soikllor to th*) 
Plaintiff Is— . . 

John St^ , vf‘nfnri 
c/o Oivktonni Plnnne^ 0 *f*c»» 


Grfat C^ntf.il Howl 

M/inif.fltt NG ?8 1 

and Hs L H B Fteid 

_109 .The Downs 

__Wilford, Nottinnhojn 


Dtftndont 


Amount for which Judgment 1 
{or OrderJ was obtained ... j 

Subsequent Costs . 

t 

1 V4- 

4# 

Paid (into Court J 



Remaining du# ... ... 

1 *4 

48 

Fee for issuing this Warrant ... 

Z.S 

00 

Solicitor*! costs of Issue 

1 

0 

Paid for Certificate of search in 
the land Registry . 



Total amount to be levied ... 

' XI 0 

4*# 


D*t* 

j Am«»iiRI. j 

a».« • *, 

j 

| f*i4 l«t« 

j C*vr! 

ClvrSl 

19 

i 

! 

1 


19 




! 

















159.—Warrant of Execution against Coodi of Defendant. 

Q'd*r IS. *ut« 14(1). 


(t) tr »r« 

rwor# 

Dffon4tfiit th»(* 
on*, fi«m« tHoi* 
ifiinit ~hoffl 
|K« judgment 
»•» *bt»<n#4. 


WHEREAS on the < Oc-ntC< 


19 



PlaintII! obtnir>©d a Judgment in this Court »igninst the 

for the sum of C / 8 ^ for DobW 


*5 ^ J\r N 

OMn P * * v, ’ " ’ 


and Costs; and it was ordered that the Defendant should pay the same (to the 

J 

within 14 days | 4 - c . * £ -< & * } 

AND WHEREAS default has been made in payment according to the $a>d Judgment: 

YOU ARE THEREFORE ordered forthwith to levy the amount due to the Plaintiff under the s,»»d 
Judgment together with the costs of this Warrant and the costs of executing the same, by distress and 
sale of the goods and chattels of the Defendant/*, 

wheresoever they may be found within the district of this Court (except the wranng nnpnrH ami 
bedding of him or his family to the value of one hundred pounds and the tools and implements ol 
his trade, to the value of one hundred and fifty pounds!, and also by sei/mq any money, bank 
notes, bills of exchange, promissory notes, bonds, specialties or securities for money belonging to 
the Defendant which may there be found, or so much thereof as may be sufficient to s.ihsly this 
execution, and to bring the proceeds of the levy into Court, and tn make a return of what you 
have done under this Warrant immediately upon the execution thereof. 


Dated 


To the ktgiurar and Bailiffs 
of the Court. 


I Q tj-33 


Application was made to the ftegiitnr for this Warrant at 
hour of 10 in the forenoon of the day last above mentioned. 


D.F. BURNIE, 

Rpgistrnr 
minutes past the 


NOTICE.—*Tk« food* md cktttth *r« wot u» *• iolif u*«*t •iior th« of Or* dayi **«< *k« d*r ® rt wh«fH 

«r*r« <*«(««« th«j *ro e( a p*ri«h»fel* n*lur*. or *t nsu«n of «fi« 0«f*o4»«i. 

IS3.~~-Warrant with Execution or Order of Commitment to 
Registrar of foreign Court. 

O*4*r as, RulthD 

WHEREAS this Warrant has been hiutd out of this court. / 

AND WHEREAS the address at which the Warrant 3s to be executed is wtthl Jthe 
jurisdiction of the q y -77 /\j Countjr Court. 

of which you are the Registrar. N . ' - 

ire therefore required to execute the said Warrant within the juHsdiaiOn of„&h* fast- 
County Court. ' %i O 'J 



YOU are 
mentioned 


Dated 

To the Registrar of the last-mentioned County Court 


uu. ri 


D.F. BURNIE. 

fieytstmr 


v # v • 


1 1 L 


■ /'t t r 




J?atC 







































IN THE 


f--'Ti^SHAM 


W 82 149016 D5 I s Q 04821 


BETWEEN 

beiovyf 


Sev«rn Tnmt Water Authority !s*s 


<j»wt W*n«*» nuau 


NG182RJ 


P*o M a~L M B Beid 


.129 JRjsl J?©wis _ 

Willard* Nottinghiin 


/^e^/Ac 


'*iA 




COUNTY COURT 

i~&39s~c 


4 ^ AoJt^^O^A 

Notice to Defends** of Issue of Warrant 


methoo or pay ment 

1 % caOm § «t ®H@ Court Office 
Payment may be msd® in cash or by 

HANKER S WAFT, GIRO DRAFT or by 
CHEQUE SUPPORTED BY A CHEQUE 
CARD SUBJECT TO THE CURRENT 
CONDITIONS FOR ITS USE Drafts and 
ChaquM must be made payable to H.M. 
PAYMASTER GENERAL and cfoaaad 

2 SfPm 

Remittance* to the court by 
poet must be ky POSTAL ORDER. 
BANKER'S DRAi T or GIRO DRAFT 
only. made pay&He to HM PAY¬ 
MASTER GENERAL and crosaed 
Cheques. giro cheque* and stamps are 
not accepted. Paymant cermet be re¬ 
ceived by bar* or 0ro credit trepeter 
This form should be enclosed and 
postage must be prepaid. A stamped ao- 
dresaed anvstopa must be encto eadto 
enable ttsss term. Kith a receipt, to ba 
returned to you 

- 7?y 


i O' 


’"k 

o. 


m 


0*7 


■ v 

V 

lx 

Jo 

y o 


1 T 


Ai you have made ddaub m payment s* entesed by the Cats* in she above jetton, the Ptaartiff hat 
Bsued s 9 askant of Execitiok for 


£* 


if you tend or hnnf the* mm to the Court Office m m heft t 


iwhi 1 iadttda the s$tf feet. 


* it wiS act he msxsm. y for the bstbffs ta c*U or you. if. 
however, the money » not p«td hv noon on ihm dstc, the wams&t "nil hs he&cM-fto the with 

instructions ?o call upon you and to execute the wa r’ H ii for the iiouet smed, together with such 
further ctwi as may become due 


22 APR 1983 


Address alt communications for ihe Court to 
The Gbw* CforV The County Court. 

The Court oh** at ........ . st • Peter's Gate , Nottingham. 

a open from tg am tt 8 4 p m on Mondays to Fridays onfy 


A *A. hXBBERT 

r*r* !£ TTER Registrar 

EaENZEP 

J *G. COCHRANE 
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Copy of Bailiffs Warrant 


Below is a copy of the Bailiffs warrant that was issued to the Bailiffs by 
the Registrars of Nottingham County Court which can only be described as 
unethical conduct for they knew as registrars, when a husband walks out on 
his wife and kids to go and live with another wo, .an, k is still responsible 
for the maintainenee of the family including the rates and debts until the 
divorce is absolute. 

Mrs. Reid who having no recourse to the courts and relied 
on her Solicitor Mrs. Goodall of Gregsons was panic stricken when the Bail¬ 
iffs arrived for she felt she had been let down by her Solicitors, when she 
knew that the Bailiffs would be back, she had her furniture removed and stored, 
even the beds with the result of herself and her children having to sleep on 
mattresses on the floor for 2 months or more, her goods and furniture then 
worth at least £5,000 today, are now in a sorry mess, the price of mental 
' anguish and turmoil to her and her children can never be calculated, yet Mr. 
Bridle of Severn Trent in his letter to Mrs. Reid on the 26th August 1983 de¬ 
scribes it as an occupational hazard, lightly forgetting that he signed the sum¬ 
mons for the ammendment to M:s. Reids name on the 17th January 1983 before the 
Decree Absolute on the 25th January 1983. 

Again we quote thr old caption which seems so apt and appro- 
prxatt ?— this travesty of justice "They Were Bent But Not In Prayer” we now ask, 
why Mr. Eridle issued an overdue accounts statement dated the 16th May 1983 In 
Mrs Reids husbands name of V. Southern, without any records o, *'w summons kina 
changed by a Court of Law. 


*S* £ • 




seizure or G * 3as - totice : /. 

COURT omct; ST. PETER'S 6AT£» NOTTlhuRAK W’ 

PUltfT HOC; Hi. | VA^PAJTMJO.t 

. -r L _ _ - 

I am holding a warrant issued in the above action far the ®ua of £ Ito — 4*0 
Unless this amount is paid into the. Court Offic e by 

your goods and possessions wiil.be s.ei&o £ j and sold by Fabli© Auction on the 
instructions of the Registrar. '' " T ' 


Bsclose this notice with payment* 
Cheques will not be accepted* 


ih 




laii'iMof the Jlottingha* County Court 


Fstlr's Gate, Nottingbaa 

&1M^ AIL EWQB^BS TO ABOVE 


|p; ;hT-. f. 

-I 












{ SEVERN" 
* TRENT 

WATER 

authority 


** nc* »y 

*■» t- '.(•*« 

• 3«.*- 

rr •* w 


PROPERTY RgF 

INOumiESTO 


1 S' 


* (jue# 4, *»c*)t^ii'r ® ***« o:.on w au.«nou**s 

&ivis2s * 6R SAT CSHTStAt, 80A©* 
w>ST*!.PAVMtN-rsT0 S7V,. >P aox 3 ;-,,anaa:^ g J^|»*^AWSFIEL& §43321 


m V SOUTHAM 
109 THE DOWNS 
WILFORD 
NOTTINGHAM 


10/0225 


MSI 1 TEA 


FIRST 
HALF TEAR 


HOW TO RAY 
SEE OVER 


. .——Jr-_, 


* 

. R<- I <’•. V*ry ft£r(RC\£t 

5 19 21 0126 1090 1 & 

j 

OWMtnr.if ] date I Av 

j 16 05 83 j f 

XV ouf 

77.99 

ADD : AMOUNT SUBJECT TO 

COURT ACTION £210.48 

—....... 

OVERDUE ACCOUNT 

d$ show that at the above date the amount due was M,b o ■ <• > 

‘ ■* payment within ten days 


R * ,v 

•* . I 

*R. . 


■ is received in fuff the Authority may take ieaal «-o:bv to* rectory 

• u 'u or disconnect your water supply. 

ori necessary legal cotts w*:!« bf* incurred which vvib t\ c 1 .. fj 

- i.ci to the debt. If d«$i or.nsctiod la^f-s pb-cf tb : tv r* a arc o* 

•Cc..cr wi; hc.e to De pad before the vvate j sup. , is avio^::. 

;. ^NT HAS BEEN MADE SINCE-THE ABOVE DATE Pif Apr f S r :?GAFD Ts.S 
t, 1 -.: «Ojf working day- 'f»ust be allowed tor payr.trts ;c rc • > *r j»it 
% vV: ‘ i - n th *V « r <- biade throw:}*, a bank or post off.ct 


158 

208 


Ik 


cash 

51921 0126109018 


P-t V 

1983/84 


Bank Giro Credit Sj 


i — 

I_j 

h.- : 


4393163 


‘ nn V SOUTHAM 
/ 109 THE DOWNS 
WIIFORD 
NOTTINGHAM 


P rA»e do rot w-tr or m#rk oa:c*v tni* nne 


4- :» s •>» i*o f< 
t. •*, *• r c 


If 


77.99 


I 

v » 


30-00-00 


"if 


LLOVOS BANK 

H O. COLLECTION A C NO V7C04393163 
SEVEftN-TREN'T WATER AUTHOR’TV 

10/0225 

Totdi 
Cash 
Total 

#sii tea 

OwvEftRfr TOTAL 


5192101261090182 V7004393163 000077992 74 
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lx . 

This short letter below Is a pathetic attempt by Nottingham County Court to 
allay suspicion by stating in their letter dated the 6th 3une 1983 in reply 
to Mrs Reids letter of the 27th May 1983, that all the records of the case 
were at Birmingham County Court, how dould they explain that toy issuing the 
Warrant on the 22nd April 1963 the registrars Hotter, Hibbert, Enzer and Mr. 
Cochrane, had knowingly perverted the course of justice as they were the same 
registrars who granted Mrs. Reid the Decree Absolute on the 25th January 1983, 
and they had all the records of the case, so they knew full well that the War¬ 
rant they issued covered a period of 2 years before the Decree Absolute. Yet this 
conduct was nothing strange for the same registiars had in the past aided and 
abbetted Solicitors Paul Balcn and John Hodgson in containing the "Mason v Wolfe" 
case and keeping it out of court, we now ask, how many women are actually going 
through this ordeal right now with registrars in County Courts. 


COUNTY COURT 
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<So<t -32_ 
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\q°\ DauiAS 

SAy&vdbl^ 
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vp^v daifej 
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0* IN THE CiT£ Of NOTTINGHAM 

' f 

> MRS ¥ SQUTHAP? 

109 THE BOHNS ' 
yILF DR® * 

XOTT 1M6HAH N611 7EA 



'MPLAIWT ha#this day b##n mad# to th#. th# Clark lo th# Juaticu by f . j|* SHELDON ‘ 

ollactor of gwmat rat# charge* in th# astd City that you. being a oeraon ' 

•v ttm4 and mmmd In raapact of th# (*»v*r«f) rst#(s) m out in th* ®ch®dul® hereto 
not paid th# (c#v#r#l> wm|i) ml out ©ionite to th# rot#(«) respectively in th® 
d achadul# (cKIffftMMMMXXX 

>U ARE THEREFORE HEREBY SUMMONED TO APPEAR ON 

81MT THE E9YM DAY OF JULY 1983 AT THE HOUR OF TEN O'CLOCK 

•ora th# Magiatram' Com Bitting #t tty GurWhaH, Nottingham to show cause why 
j hav# not p®;d th# said aum(a). * 

rm do not tppHt you will is® proc##d#4 #Q#in*t a# if you had appeared and he dealt with according t# law 

DATES THE 1STH SAY OF JULY 1983 " 



Qt&ffrmrttt* Juslk*§ for tha City aforesaid 


schedule 

^‘GENERAL RATE 


No. 590 


Mada on the 

UTH DAY OF MARCH 


1983 


ARREARS OF FORMER RATE meda on iha 


157*33 


RATES SUE 


THE UNDERMENTIONED COSTS HAVE 
ALREADY BEEN INCURRED 
Rating Authority for obtaining this summons 
Cterk to th® Court 


21 093 10900 90 


TOTAL 


157.33 


3.00 

0.10 

160.43 


CHOWGS*Witt'St STO°a* t q H WH,CM TH,S SUMM0ns » 
















Ptitja Co 



R/AJH/JFW 
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26 July 1983 


Dear Kadss 



ats'-rided cy records accordingly. 

I would also confirm that the record details were previously amended on the 
advice of your former husband who wrote to me earlier this year, a copy ot 
the letter having been parsed to you yesterday. 

1 %&. therefore, enclosing herewith « revised account including rate temZe 
and look forward to receiving your remittance in settlement accordingly. 

Yours faithfully 



City Treasurer 


Krc t !*■ id 
1C 9 Yhe Do'.'na 
filverdale 
r iiford 




PrUsc 7i 


Aj7# /■ *£ £>£- 


7Z> ^>Ct JOif^<-' 

o£~q*j Got&rtsy 

pgTtSsZ&pZOuQ^ 

TT.rft’f&O 'Cp f ■ » ■* ‘tfi -•*«•*“ 

y a- as. 




T , .,. 

3 ^Jt *<r &rrC ^ 

Mj. J fU^ioy .' eo ^ dj ^ 

v * -&*« ^ ^ /t * 
d£*^& aia^JS, 4-*" ]•' j. 

^ tpM. -pfU ^7f%z $<^~> 

^ -uJZi*. f *UA, *i *e ° ~ 

^ -"-£37 ^ T&^e. We A, 

oc4mJ^, t ^ *** 

jjea^o uka&a • 


^^2 7 U *J2*^0&p 
4j&-J&7y &*-& $£a 





Lsx, 


MBCD Footnote:- At the time of writing the above letter to the 
City Treasury, Me. Southam was living at 306 Wigman Road, Bil- 
borough, Nottingham. Tel. 0602-298940* 

Please ask for Ms. Shirley Ann Grieveson. 








Family Law 


Current Topics 


Rates Jurisdiction 

By $. 16 of the General Rate Act 1967 it is the occupier 
of property who is liable to be assessed to rates in respect 
of the hereditament which he occupies. This very subject 
arose in Verrallv Hackney London Borough Council 
[1983] 1 All HR 277. The premises in question 
belonged to NFP Ltd and were used by members of the 
National Front for various recreational and organ¬ 
izational purposes. The defendant was a member of the 
National Front, an officer of the club and secretary to 
one of the companies. When the rates were not paid, 
Hackney Borough Council laid a complaint before a 
stipendiary magistrate for leave to issue a distress 
warrant against the defendant. The magistrate decided 
he could issue the warrant on the ground that the 
defendant had expressly or impliedly authorized the 
occupation of the premises by the National Front or had 
ratified it. 

On the defendant appealing by way of case stated, 
the Borough Council argued that as he had not raised the 
defence of non-occupation by way of appeal to the j 
Crown Court under s. 7 (1) (a) of the Genera! Rate Act j 
1967, it could not be raised by way of defence to pro- ! 
ceedings for a distress warrant. The judge, following a 
line of recent authorities, agreed. 

In the Court of Appeal, May Li did not. The issue 
had been confused by three recent decisions at first 
| instance (including Newport Borough Council v 
! Williams [ 1982) RVR 169) which in May Li’s opinion 
! had been wrongly decided. It was dear from Camden 
j Borough Council v Herwald [1978) 2 All ER 880; 
f [1978) 1QB 626, a decision of the Court of Appeal, that 
on an application for a distress warrant to enforce 
payment of rates it is a defence for the defendant to show 
that he is not in occupation of the hereditament at all. 
Therefore, the stipendiary magistrate did have juris¬ 
diction to investigate the question of occupation. 

As to the facts of this present case the Court of 
I Appeal considered that the National Front was and is an 
unincorporated association and could not be said to 
; occupy anything. It therefore followed that the mere fact 
j that a person is a ‘member’ of an unincorporated 
association is insufficient material on which to base a 
; finding that that person is the occupier of the premises. 

: In this case the whole building was rated as one indi¬ 
visible hereditament, but it had been used for various 
! different purposes for varying periods by different legal 
entities and persons. It would not seem possible that one 
member, albeit a very important member, of the 
National Front could be the occupier of the whole 
premises, it being a requirement that the actual occu¬ 
pation or possession must be exclusive for the purpose of 
the possession. Therefore the matter had to be sent back 
to the magistrate with a direction to dismiss the sum¬ 
mons for the distress warrant. 

The important question of whether, on an appiica- 
I lion for a distress warrant for non-payment of rates, it 


was a good defence for the defendant to show that he 
was not in occupation of the hereditament has finally 
been decided by the Court of Appeal in the affirmative 
after a number of Divisional Court cases expressing a 
contrary view on this point. (See, inter alia ,, North 
Corn wall District Council v Johnson (1981 ] RVR 201; 
Birdv Blakemore [1982] RA 12 and Newport BCv 
Williams (above).) 

Practitioners and magistrates’ clerks will no doubt 
welcome this decision of the Court of Appeal which 
clarifies what previously was a rather nebulous area of 
the law. 

^Rates Obligation 

/J< One instance where the person liable for rates does not 
have to be in actual occupation of the premises was 
illustrated in R v Harrow Justices ex parte London 
Borough of Harrow { 1983) The Times , February 6. The 
husband had left the matrimonial home in 1978, giving 
an undertaking not to return. He advised the gas and 
electricity boards and the landlord that he had left, 
although remaining sole tenant of the premises. He was 
maintaining his wife and children who remained in the 
home, the wife cohabiting with another man. 

The justices decided that he was not liable to rates as 
he was not in beneficial occupation. Brown J, sitting in 
the Queen’s Bench Division, disagreed. Following 
Cardiff Corporation v Robinson {1957} 1 QB 39, after 
decree absolute when the husband has left the matri¬ 
monial home permanently and the marriage is finally 
dissolved, if the wife remains she is sole occupier. But 
while the marriage still subsists and the husband is under 
an obligation to support his wife and home he is still in 
occupation for rating purposes. The wife’s cohabiting is < 
irrelevant, * 

The Ace Special Education Handbook 
The 1981 Education Act came into force on I April 
1983. The Advisory Centre for Education has published 
the ACE Special Education Handbook , a comprehen¬ 
sive guide to the new law for parents and everyone 
concerned with the education of children with special 
needs. 

The A CE Special Education Handbook , written for 
ACE by Peter Newell, provides an authoritative 
commentary on the new legislation; the ideas contained 
in the Act; the forma! processes of assessment; the 
making of ‘Statements of Special Educational Needs’; 
the appeals procedure; reviews and reassessments. 

The Act gives parents of children with special needs 
the right to a copy of all the advice, information and 
evidence upon which local education authorities will 
base decisions about special educational provision. 
ACE regards this as a major step towards opening up all 
school records. The handbook describes this and other 
parental rights and details the implications for educa¬ 
tion, social services and health authorities. 

It costs £3 including postage and packing and is 
available only from ACE, 18 Victoria Park Square, 
London E2 9PB. 
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE & PEARS 


84 FRIAR LANE, 

NOTTINGHAM 


SOLICITORS 


*■ ttCKLY WHITBY 
J. V. MOORE 
L. T. JACKS 

A. ». PALFREMAN, M.A (CANTAB) 
0. F HFNJS0N, M.A. (CANTAB} 

J • *' WOOGSON. M.A fCANTAJS) 




MG1 $ED 

TELEPHONE; O LINES) 


OUS^ REF.. 


YOUR REF... 


JSH/KS 

. JPG/KHS/Beid 


MOX lO.Otl NOTTINGHAM 


3l©t August ^ 8j 


Dear Sirs, 

Southam and Reid 

W refer to^your letter of the 2^th of August* Our client understands 
iron* the Haliiax Building Society that your client is still refusing 
tv hand ever the final instalment of forms to enable the release of the 
money from the Endowment Policy* As we have made clear on previous 
occasions this is proving a greater annoyance to our client the longer 
the matter remains unresolved* 

4.die situation has now been further complicated by a letter from the 
^evern-Trent Water Authority who have apparently now checked their 
records relating to the disputed water rates account* They have now 
confirmed that the amount due does reflect a period of arrears dating 
back to August, 1980 * They are looking to our client for payment, and 
so far as we can see our client has no answer to their claim for any 
period up until the date of Decree Absolute* 

However our client informs us that your client was provided with sufficient 
money to enable her to discharge these rates from the housekeeping money 
when the parties were living together and thereafter from the voluntary 
maintenance payments made* While our client will have to discharge the 
amount owing to the Water Board, he will be looking to your client to 
reimburse this sum since he takes the view that as between him and her, 
uhis account is her responsibility* As you know he was particularly 
annoyed by the publicity which this matter received in the local press as 
a result of what he considers to have been irresponsible and inaccurate 
information given by your client to the Reporter in question* We must stress 
that unless this matter is cleared up very very quickly cur client will 
take the matter to court* 


Yours faithfully, 



Messrs* Gompert^ and Company, 
Solicitors, 

1 Station Per i f 
hucknall, 

Nottingham- 







M Scantan 

F. McAteer, M.A., LLB 
S. McAndrew. LLB. 

mimm or 

ROTUND EXCHANGE 
BOX 24 


Our Ref: £ -.. lA y ,/o ‘J/ki . Your Ref: 


(Solicitors and Notaries 


104 West George Street 
Glasgow 
G2 IPS 
Tel: 041 332 4176 - 7 
041 332 1695 - 6 


Date: bytu uecei.'ioe r Vj&j. 


-ivs. Lexi keid, 

c/o S9 uariandfauld street, 

ivi is y the . 


uear nrs, keid, 


Divorce, Prot'essionai negligence, 
and Ancillary Kelief, Custody 


..e refer to your recent meeting witu our hr. .-.cateer xn 
Cuiuiection wiu above uattars we uiscussea at i© n +•>-* 

witii you. un trie oasis or tiie corrcsooiidA.oa .. 

XO us aim our furtaer discussions re‘.atin 6 to the "cu rros poucence f 
it appears to us as though your only remedy would ue an action 
against tne solicitors wUo actea on your beuaif in the divorce 
action, namely Messrs, uregsons. it seems to us as tnou G h your 
solicitors should nave conduced Tor aliment, periodical allowance 
ana a capital sum m tne original divorce summons wnicn we cnink 
m england comes under tne generic term of Ancillary belief. it 
furtuer appears to us as tnougn on the basis of what you told us 
tliat your solicitors failed to act in accordance witii your 
instructions m tne action against you at tne instance of tne 
oevern-lrent water Autuority in respect of arrears of riot* as 
a result of tins you appear to nave suffered not only financial 
loss out also distress ana inconvenience. 

*e are somewhat surprised as you claim, to hear of tne 
cifixcuities you nave - encountered in relation to your complaint to 
me Ldw society. ,te can only su tG es- tnat you write a formal 'umr-r 
of complaint to tne secretary of the vim fas* tonal Purposes bum.nmef 
society, ouancery bane, London. 

V 

wuereas/ * * 


incorporating 

Gart shore Scott Sons & Co. 
H. J. McGoldrick & Co. 


Branch Office 
265 Langfands Road 
Glasgow G51 3Q8 
: 041 -445 3110 





AD" 


.*nereas we nave a ^reat deal of sympathy with the 
predicament you have found yourself in over Coe past year, 
we have no ri fj ht of audience in the j-n^Tisn Courts and can 
only hope tnat our advice to you will be met oy a positive 
response from tne Law society. 


fours faitufully, 





i -f-•* J 


■r 



EXCLUSIVE 
By WENSLEY CLARKSOH 

Y OUNG mum Janet Ousey's 
moinfcncnce payment:, from 
Her estronged Hubby hos been 
fixed ot just £1 A YEAR. 

The ruling by magistrates did 
add a further “bonus", though for — „ 

stasas swstwr »—-->**- 

Court slashes 



her flat in Wim'bo..-^. 
Dorset, last week: • Jfs a 
farce 

"I do not kr.ow why they 
bothered. This award js the 
equivalent to less than two 
pence a week. That .s not 
enough to buv our son a 
biscuit." 

* Janet and her driving 
Instructor, husband Simon. 
30. parted ten months ago. 
His maintenance payments 
were originally set at £73 a 
week. 

Magistrates at Poole 
slashed the figure when he 
pleaded he had debts total¬ 
ling thousands of pounds 
and could not afford It. 

Janet, who i» jobless and 
living on social security 
payments of about £50 a 
week, did not obi y-t , in 
Simon’s appHcaUonfora 
reduced award. But she 
said afterwards: "I hsd no 
idea St could be dropped to 
virtually nothing. 

“I know I can appeal, but 
Id probably end up getting 
50p a year. 

3imcn who has recently 
set up home with a new 


support order* 



Janet —*7 do not know why they bothered.' 


girlfriend near Lewes, East 
Sussex, admitted: "l was 
surprised by the court's 
decision, and so was my 
solicitor. 

*'l suppose I could have 
managed to pay more than 
£2 a year. I was expecting 
to have to pay £20 or £20 a 
week—but who am I to 
argue." 

The Clerk to Poole Jus¬ 
tices Mr Brian Harris. QC 
said: "Courts are not 
allowed to order more 


maintenance than the 
payer can afford." 

•'If an award would 
reduce his circumstances 
below the subsistence level 
then It is customary only to 
make a nominal order of £1 
a year." 

Simon, who admits that 
besides having a job he is 
'•partly subsidised" by his 
new girlfriend said, that he 
sttil owes his wife £400 
maintenance arrears on the 
previous order. 


He said: u j fully intend to 
repay that ana, who knows, 
one day I might be able to 
affored more weekly' 
maintenance 

France* Logan of the 
National Council for On* 
Parent Families *ald of tht 
new award to Janet; "It lust 
doesn't seem SUx." v • 
Janet commented: 
"Christmas 1* Just around 
the comer, but I may M 
well try to pretend it just 
doesn't exist." 























Address *tH cv;nmu;"C 

\ 


r tf.fi Co:M .3 *T!u? R^istrcr, CtfuntY Co‘i!! tf .. 


•*t! | WvJ4Aif ".< '*1 


in ;ha 


County Court 


M l if me 

fsJtWt 

£©r«n 1 


CD 

BETWEEN 


SEV£RN~TREN? WATER AUTHORITY 


Plaintiff, 


No. of 
Plaint 


U>$2.ju|5to! 


4 


as 


and m}s.y»&.Bs?.ci 


421 m (2) 

nmnsmtv- 



4' 

UPON the ex-parte application of the plaintiff$ 


IT IS ORDERED that the Judgment in this action and all 
subsequent proceedings be and the same are hereby set aside* 

anu IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the action herein be withdrawn® 



Dated 




THE COU3T f <- 
OFFICE «t\ *> 


KEV7T0N STP.EFf, 


It open from io £4 7 lU< 

on Mondays to Friday* only. 


t> F. 

Registrar. 


Z.—Genera! -foent of Judgment or Order 


MCR 10/7? TCLS 










SEVERN TRENT WATER 


My R.*r.oc. KWB/MG/233/01/MANS 



Severn-Tran! Water Authority 

Lower Trent Division 
Great Central Road 
Mansfield 
NG1S2RJ 

I 

V 

.. * 


Y&ur R#l#ren€fc 


3PG/JU/REID 


4 January 1984 


Dear Sirs 


PROPERTY REFERENCE 5 1921 0126 1090 18 

M/S L M B ROD 109 THE DOWNS WILFORD NOTTINGHAM 


I wish to refer to your letter dated 13 December 1983. 


Application was made to Birmingham County Court to substitute your client's 
name for that of her former husband and by virtue of the order granted by the 
court the substitution took place. J 


Having studied the contents of your letter the Authority can see no reason 
to reconsider its decision with regard to your client's claim for compensation. 

Yours faithfully 



/ Assistant Divisional Manager (Services) 



Hoorn per tz & Company 
One Station Road 
Hucknali 
Nottingham 
NG157UD 


Wh«n !fei«0ftor»tng or catling mk lof 

i Mr K W Bridle 

Mansfield 641641 Ext 25 


ALL COMMUNICATIONS TO 8E ADDRESSED TO THE DIVISIONAL MANAGER 

























From: MARTIN M. BRANDON BRAVO M.P. 



HOUSE OF COMMONS 

LONDON SWiA OAA 


11 th January, 1984 


J M D Hoyle Esq., 

The Law Society, 

The Law Society’s Hall, 
113 Chancery Lane, 
London WC21 IPL. 


Dear Mr Hoyle, 

Mg L Reid, 109 The Downs, Silverdale Estate 

I thank you for your letter dated 30th December 
and I must express my disappointment at the 

v><scnAn«!d 

4 . 

I too would not wish to comment on the allegations 
made by Mrs Reid in the publication ’Nottingham 
Behind Closed Doors' but since clearly there are 
allegations, and a number of the Nottingham Legal 
profession are involved, and the fact that Mrs Reid 
can obtain no satisfaction from this area, she 
has approached me seeking my help and I, in turn, 
am seeking the assistance of the Law Society. I 
am asking for your help in achieving some sort of 
enquiry into this matter. 

Since none of the local Solicitors are taking 
action, it seems to me quite wrong that the Law 
Society will make no comment on the grounds that 
one of the Solicitors mentioned in the magazine 
might at some* time in the future respond. 

I feel I must press this matter for if there is no 
justice in Mrs Reid's allegations, then I want the 
matter made clear; and if there is substance in her 
allegations, the matter should be brought into the 
open and dealt with. 








1 no Law Stuiiuly S Ho t 

113Chancery Lai -. London WC2A iri 
Teiophonn 01 242 122'' 

Teltcuams Int^rp'^; 1 o -don 
Telex 26120. I AwSO : o 
LDF Box No. 56 


PRIVATE & CONFIDENTIAL 


"l he La w 


/ •* * * •***■ •* - 
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W t w ^ 


Martin M. Brandon Bravo Esq.,M.P. 
House of Commons 
London SW1A OAA 


Our reference EU8240B (Please quote) 


Your reference 
Date 


26th January* 1984 


Mrs. L. Reid* 109 The Downs, Silverdale Estate, Nottingham 

Thank you for your letter dated 11th January. I have carefully noted 
all that you say. 

I naturally understand your approaching the Society after Mrs. Reid 
had sought your help about the difficulties she has experienced following 
the breakdown of her marriage. The Society always endeavours to assist 
when this is possible. However, as I mentioned in my letter of 30th 
December, the powers of the Society are somewhat limited. In this respect, 
I am enclosing a leaflet called "Dealing with complaints about solicitors" 
which sets out in paragraphs 7-11 what the Society can and cannot do. 

What little I know of Mrs. Reid f s case is derived from "Nottingham Behind 
Closed Doors". As I understand it, the allegation is one of conspiracy 
between all those concerned, including four County Court Registrars, to 
transfer the liability for certain rates from Mrs. Reid ! s former husband 
to Mrs. Reid herself. The liability for rates is, of course, a matter of 
law which can only be determined by a competent Court. The Law Society 
simply has no jurisdiction to conduct an enquiry into an allegation oi 
this nature which is, if I may say so, very much at large and presented 
in what I regard as a far less than temperate fashion. It seems clear 
that the divorce proceedings have not been finalised and as I mentioned 
in my letter dated 30th December, the Society is unable to comment upon 
a matter which is subject to the jurisdiction of the Court. 

Not only are there proceedings between Mrs. Reid and her former husband 
but in the final paragraph of their letter dated 12th September, Messrs. 
Fraser, Brown, White and Pears refer to possible proceedings against the 
proprietors of "Nottingham Behind Closed Doors" and it is possible that 
proceedings may have been commenced by other persons referred to in the 
article in question. 


/Con t 
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It is right fcc point out that any disciplinary action which the Society 
may take against a solicitor will not assist a dissatisfied client lust 
as a fine or disqualification imposed upon a driver by & Magistrate:- 
kourt will not assist a third party who may have teen in lured - r a res'* 
accident. 

It would appear that the Lord Chancellor may already have sorffe knowledge 
of "Nottingham Behind Closed Doors" and that being so, 1 would certainly 
encourage you to write to him, particularly as one of the complaints in 
tne article in question relates to the alleged conduct of four County 
Court Registrars and this ia„ of course, a matter for Ms Department. 

The Society's jurisdiction and its statutory powers are directed towards 
u ' e investigation of complaints about solicitors 1 conduct and , ultimately 
the maintenance of proper professional standards. I am unable to construe 
tne unilateral and, in my view, far less than impartial presentation of the 
issues in "Nottingham Behind Closed Doors'* as revealing complaints about 
the professional conduct of the various solicitors identified in that 
publication. 


m the hope that it will help tc, clarify the issues, I will, however 
write to Messrs. Gompertz & Co. who are, I believe, Mrs. Reid’s present 
solicitors. It would appear that they are acting in the best interests of 
their CAient and neither they, nor any other interested party has. so far 
approached the Society to suggest there are issues of professional conduct 
requiring investigation. I as approaching them in view of your concern 
auu propose to ask them if there is, in their judgment, any locus for the 
Society in what, like you, I regard as a disturbing situation. They may 
well require Mrs. Reid’s permission to provide me with the comments I seek. 
Accordingly I enclose an additional copy of this latter for you to send to 
her. Would you also confirm that I say send to Messrs. Gospertz & Co. copies 
of your letters to the Society. 


J.M.D. HOYLE 
Secretary 

Profess!onal Purposes 
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FRASER, BROWN, WHITE 8c PEARS 


SOMCfTORS 

COMMISSIONERS FOR OATHS 

R. SEEEY WHITBY 
J. V. MOORE 
U T. JACKS 

A, B. PALFREMAN, M.A. (CANTAB) 
*• HENSON, M.A. (CANTAB) 

J. S. HODGSON, M.A, (CANTAB) 


OFFICE HOURS: 
s - t Of 2-5 
MONDAY TO FRIDAY 

OUR REF jWKS 
YOUR REF. d 


84 FRIAR LANE, 

NOTTINGHAM 

NGt 6ED 

TELEPHONE: 47254! (3 LINES) 
MOX 10,OM NOTTINGHAM 

.3 1 et Januar y jg 84 


Dear Sirs, 

Bfcid and Southam 

We acknowledge receipt of your letters of the 13th and 23 rd of January. 

00 ; ar as the Proceedings by the Severn-Trent Water Authority are concerned, 
we first became aware that proceedings had been issued in the Birmingham 
County Court by the Water Authority against our client in September 1982. 
it was not until that time that your client saw fit to forward any of the 
documentation relating thereto. W e wrote to the Water Authority pointing 
out that our client did not’and had not at any material time lived in the 
property. Ostensibly the Summons was for water rates for the then current 
period ’'together with arrears if any 1 *. There was no breakdown. We pointed 
out that your client had been resident in the property throughout. We 
pointed out that the postal service on our client had been ineffective and 
also that it was our view that he was not liable and that proceedings 
should properly have been commenced against your client. 

The first and indeed only response was a letter dated the 10 th of January 
1983 informing us that the Authority had decided that they would transfer 
the action and the Summons would be reserved against your client. That 
decision was entirely the Authority^ and we cannot comment as to the reasons 
which motivated them in taking this course of action. 

W'e would 01 course point out that your client is a co-ownei^ was in’ rateable 
occupation, and was therefore a perfectly proper Defendant. The only 
relevance oi the Koutha n case is as to whether our client, although not in 
actual occupation was to be defined as in rateable occupation. 

We take the view that it is entirely for the Water Authority to decide who 
they are going to proceed against, and the division of liability as between 
husband and wife is not a matter for the Water Authority. In the event as 
you know the amount due was re-calculated and our client has in fact 
settled it. 

We would very firmxy take the view that your client is entirely the author 
of.her own misfortune in thats- 


Cont/.. 








1 . When the proceedings were first commenced she did not see fit to 
notify our client of them. 

2 . When her name was substituted as Defendant she did not take any 
proper steps in the matter. 

3 . Instead of taking proper steps she caused a highly tendentious and 
sensational article to appear in a local newspaper which would, had 
our client been a man of means,almost certainly have resulted in 
defamation proceedings. 



Messrs. Gompertz & Company, 
Solicitors, 

1 Station Road, 

Hucknall, 

Nottingham, 

NG 15 7UD. 
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Court Administrator 
Birmingham County Court 
2 Newton Street 
Birmingham B4 7LU 

a. ..Pliant. No. W82/l 4 90l6/D5 (I9 $i/ 82/83) Severn Trent Hater Authority. 

b. ..Defendantf- Victor Timothy Southern, 10 9 The Boras Silverdale Wilford Notts 

c. ..Pliant NO.H82/I490/B5 (as from 3/l/84) Severn Trent Hater Authority. 

d. ..••Defendant".— m/s LMB Reid, as from 25 th. Jan. 1983., date of Decree Absolute 

in 

’’NOTTINGHAM” County Court. 

= asaBs. = i iss- ss . a! ... : . I:S!: . ! ... = = s . s . SII . 

Sir, 

On the ?th. January 1984 , I received a communication from Birmingham County 
Court dated 3rd. January 1984 . 

It was with extreme interest I absorbed the information enclosed within this 
communication, as it brought back memories of another "Silent Court" which took 
place in Birmingham under My name, and without My knowledge. I refer here, to 
i.he 25 th January 1983 , the date on which my "Decree Absolute" went through 
NOTTINGHAM County Court, and on which BIRMINGHAM County Court (Under the 
Authorisation of J.Norton,Registrar,Birmingham County Court) transferred my 

now - as of that date - EX husband's Severn Trent Hater Authority debt ILLEGALLY 
and Corruptly into MY name. 


109 The Downs 

Silverdale 

Hilford 

Nottingham 

I 

a 

31.1.84 


wrote then — as I do now — requesting an explanation as to how a court can 
tiansfer a debt which was not Legally mine, into My name, through a "court" which 
was 'called', 'sat*, "Pound Judgement Against Me" withou t a n y pri or notifi c atio n 
Hbat r ao-ever_addregae d to me . This act in itself being ILLEGAL. This ILLEGAL ACT 
then being furthered by the ILLEGAL PRACTICE of transferring someone elses debt 
into vtj name. However, no Satisfactory explanation was ever forthcoming. 


Since your communication dated 3rd Jan. 1984 , I now find myself in the same 
position of having to "request" an explanation as to how Birmingham County Court 
Ccm - AGAIN - Hold Court 'Setting Aside' a Judgement which should never have been 
made against me in the first place, without any prior Knowledge or Notification 

-. --sas s = SSSis =s~ = »sKsssaiEtrsssE2 3ssas!2s5lsss£2asessr:*:£»K3SS'ssrss;»s:is:ss 

I await - with Great Expectations - your Full and Explanatory reply. 

Your faithf^/, 

L. Reid. 


COPIES SENT..* 





LORD CHANCELLOR'S DEPARTMENT 



Fjom The Cowls Admmtetrator 
Bwrriinghem Group of Courts 


COURTS ADMINISTRATOR'S OFFICE 
2 NEWTON STREET 
BIRMINGHAM 
B4 7LU 

021-233 1234 extn. 232 


Your reference 

Our reference 56 

Data 13 February 1984 


M3 L Reid 
109 The Downs 
Silverdale 
Wilford 
Nottingham 


Dear Ms Reid 

W82 149016 D5 STWA -v- Souths® 

Thank you for your letter of 31 January 1984. 

The progress of this summons through the court is as follows:- 

29-7.82 - Default summons issued by STWA against Mr Southam of 

109 The Downs, Wilford, Nottingham, for £178.48 in 
respect of water charges for the period 1.4.82-30.9.82. 


15 . 10.82 - 


/7-/-V3 

25.1.83 - 


Judgment entered in default for £184.48 to be paid within 
14 days. 

Ml S3 (^ 

Ex-parte application made by STWA for leave to amend the 
summons to Ms L M B Reid on the grounds that you were 
responsible for the water charges in the original particulars 
of the claim. 


This application is made under Order 5 Rule 11 of the County 
Court Rules 1981. The STWA would have served a notice of this 
application on you at’ your address. This was referred to in a 
letter from the court dated 6.6.83 in reply to your letter of 
27.5.83. The application was granted as you did not make an 
application for discharge of the variation within 14 days. 

£p 3 *3 MiSS/aJ? 

3.1.84 - Ex-parte application made by STWA for Judgment to be set aside 

fad the action withdrawn as you were no longer considered to be 
responsible for the debt. This application was made as the debt 
was p iid in full by Mr Southam. CO t-f y ? 


All proceedings on this case have been made within the County Court Act and 
Rules. If a person subject to litigation does not take an active part in the 
proceedings e.g. by not appearing at hearings, the court will make orders and 
give judgment in default. 


Yours sincerely 


\ \ 

\ \\ 

Cyril “Green 
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The Law Society's Hal! 

113 Chancer/ Lana London WC2A 1 PL 
Telephone 01-242 1222 
Telegrams Interpret London Telex 
Telex 231203 UWV'SOC G 
LDE Box No. 56 


PRIVATE & CONFIDENTIAL 


5 

Mrs. L.M.B. Reid 
109 The Downs 
SiIyerdale 
Milford 
Nottingham 

J 



Law Society 


Our reference EU824QB (please quote) 
Your reference 

Date 14th May, 1984 


Dear Madam, 


I thank you for your latter dated 2nd April together with its enclosures 
which I did not receive until 30th April. Indeed, 1 see that the envelope 
is postmarked 25th April. 

As Mr. Hoyle has already explained to your Member of Parliament, Mr. Martin 
M. Brandon Brevo, the powers of the Law Society are somewhat limited and in 
this respect I would particularly refer to his letter dated 26th January a 
copy of which has, I understand, been sent to you by Mr. Brandon Bravo. I 
would, if I may, suggest that you have another look at that letter as it is 
essential to draw a distinction between the merits of your divorce case which 
can only be dealt with and finally determined by a competent Court and the 
professional conduct cf your solicitors which is a matter for the Law Society. 

I have considered your letter very carefully and must immediately say that I 
have the greatest sympathy for the circumstances in which you now find yourself 
•as it seems clear from your letter that your marriage has, to say the least, 
been very unhappy for you. Indeed, you yourself refer to it as a traumatic 
experience of having to spend a great deal of your life tied to a violent 
marriage partner. However, the purpose of your writing to the Law Society is to 
complain about the conduct of your solicitors and it is, of course, only upon 
this aspect of the Ratter that I act able to comment. 

You say that your solicitors colluded with ycur former husband's solicitors 
and the Courts in an attempt to make you penniless and homeless in a foreign 
land, by way of punishment for their disapproval of your voluntary work in 
campaigning for women’s rights. However, if I may respectfully say so, it 
would seem to me that your letter dated 2nd April is a part of that campaign. 

I should make it absolutely clear that it is no part of my function to express 
any views about that campaign but I would like to say that I most certainly do 
not hold it against you or think any less of you because you take an active 
part in campaigning for women's rights. I mention it simply because I find it 
extremely difficult to pinpoint any issue of [rofessional conduct which requires 
investigation by the Law Society. You refer to a conspiracy between Mr. 

Hodgson, Ms. Gregson-Kurray, The Severn Trent Hater Authority and the Courts 
but if you think about it, I am sure that you fill realise that this is not 
a matter which can be investigated by the Law Society. The Society could, of 
course, investigate the conduct of a solicitor if he had been convicted by 
a criminal Court but that is, of course, entirely different from the situation 
with which we are new faced. 


/Cont 
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G. D. DBBi 

Assistant^ Secretary 
Professional Purposes 
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8 £Vet?M TRENT WAT! PS 


• S»v*rn-Tr»nt Water Authority 
Lower Trent Division 
Great Centra! Road 
Mansfield 
NG18 2RJ 

Telephone Nottingham 608161 


Date: 


v 

DISCONNECTION OF WATER SUPPLY 
. GOIDANCB FOR CUSTOMERS WHOSE WATER SUPPLY IS TO BE 
DISCONNECTED FOR HOI-PAYMENT OF CHARGES 


The water Industry operates a Code of practice for domestic customers 
and you are urged to read carefully the attached leaflet and contact 
the Authority witho, t delay if you feel the contents apply to you. 


SEVEPsiy 

TREWT 

WATER 

AUTHORITY 


H 


SIR*; •***%£ ■;"! 

.VC ENOUtWES 1 — *► i 
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| GT, CENTRAL 

1. - - jr' 

li? ' 

(W|5 u . n 3 I \ 

TEL I^ToT-rAq, ( 30 S Kol 



!o' 3 ) . i V» £ DowkIS 

COiwf^oio 

DO o -f-rt e» q h /rvv* 11 -j 


OCCUFTR AND 

SUP PL'' ADORES 

if oiaenENi 

f ROM ABOVE 





PROPER f Y refer; ce 

OWNER HCF. j 

DATE 

ARREARS 

‘d'Xs OllL io^O l8 


SI . 1 .85 

£ 5.IH- 4-^ 


DISCONNECTION OF WATER SUPPLY 


Our record', show thr. despite previous requests for payment, settlement of your account 
had still no: been ma e at the above date. 


YOU ARE HEREE ' NOTIFIED THAT YOUR WATER SUPPLY WILL BE DISCONNECTED 
ON OP AFTER: 


\% F£C> 


If the arrears are not laid IMMEDIATELY and disconnection takes place, the amount outstanding 
together with the dis onnection/reconnection fee will have to be paid before the water supply 
is restored. 


DISCONNECTION/ 
RECONNECTION FEE 


£ l^.oo 


Payment must be m, Je in person or by first class post to the above 
divisional office addr ss. Please produce/enciose this notice with your 
remittance. 


% 




















































Solicitors 




Bexley Chambers 
1 Bexley Square 
Salford M3 6DB 


All common * ca 11 o n $ 

must be addressed 


Commissioners for Oaths 


to the firm 


Anthony C. Casson, LL.B 


Casson Sc Co 


Tel: 061-834 7176 


not individuals 


This matter is being dealt with by 


Mr. kelson 


3N/D3/R.10922 


Our ref: 


Your ref: 


1st February 1985 


Miss L. Reid, 
109, ^he Downs, 
Silverdale, 
Nottingham. 


re 



Dear Miss Reid, 

We write to advise you the up-to-date situation herein. 

1. We first wrote to the DHKS back on the 21st September 1984 informing 
them that you were entitled to state benefits which would induce a 
payment in respect of mortgage interest. No reply was received to that 
letter. A further letter has been sent which to-date has produced no 
reply. It is obviously essential that your entitlement to state benefits 
be assessed as quickly as possible so is to prevent the mortgagees from 
entering into possession. 

2. I have been in touch with Rotheras the solicitors for the Halifax Building 
Society and advised them of the difficulties which you are encountering 
with the DKHS. They are taking their clients instructions and we are 
hopeful that they will defer from instituting any proceedings which in 
any event would take some three to four months to reach fruition. 

3. The writer has written to the Chief Castable of Nottingham referring 
to the conversations we have h d with Inspector Thompson in respect of 

S ever: Trent .vater Authority problem. »*e will keep you advised. 

4. vie have requested the Law Society to issue an amendment to your 
existing Legal Aid certificate so as to pursue variation of maintenance 
proceedings against your former husband, on the basis that there has been 
a change in circumstances by virtue of an increase in th«r cost of living. 

We are not ho eful that such application will be granted, we feel th^t it 

is too short a time for there to have been a "material" change in circumstances. 
We will however keep you advised. 

5. We confirm that your application for legal aid has been submitted in respect 
of your proposed claim for negligence against the Severn Trent Y/ater Authority 
and again we will keep you advised. 

6. We have not yet submitted your application for legal aid in respect of your 
proposed claim against Gregeons, because we have had to write to them to 
ask for approval of our Bill of Costs before same is lodged at Court. Once 
our bill is lodged at Court and the file of papers is returned to us we will 
be in a position to apply for legal aid,limited to counsels opinion only 

we anticipate, and thereafter pursue the matter if legal aid is granted. 


Yours truly. 


/y 


/ 





CASSON & CO. 




«</' vjv* 1 


rft i~u B 3 US 


L-V W €LC. ^' V ^" C \ 


s 


/ r“?f r#/*7 y ^ ^ t ^ N 

- 1Us ^ All o ' p V^JLQ£C> ' Vx_oVo CcO«rv_V,T \»M^ Wi( okfi Cl<A.C>LV - 

;1U S^^wcvOv^ ^ 0 -r. ^,^-tUu. woW.r-U ^ V+cU 

U v ^_^, ivua # tooco -iro^v csi^xir 


iUxxLo V 
^ • *.' 


CAvvJLVicVVv^CiJ Poowvi~Ovv < S>Txcc*t" — y'l 


woi- -t v«. w 'wv v^ow r wcv VLvfi ' 
IN THE CITY OF NOTTINGHAM 


c£i<utir o-C vjlvv\ W OcvvcVo Cv-r C 1 *> \,l Vu 

& pjacV i-3 3 '^tc & ~ho ^r\ ~to 1 ' fc\^QT~ N_i“ - 

l—luflfttliLTl ~ SCHEDULE NqS997 


/.' L „ 4 T .- * s 

!':' THr. ? 0 WN 5 

1 ! c a , f . 

CTTINvHa^ 





h :• 11 i ' A 


_AINT has this day been made to me, the undersigned Justice of the Peace bpr ^ (* # <: H r l„ D ON 

:tor of gener al rate charges in the said City that you, being a person 

ted and assessed in respect of the (several) ratefs) set out in the schedule hereto 

>t paid the (several) sum(s) set out opposite to the rate(s) respectively in the 

tedule (orYah-ft jiaXtHh^eof).* X X 

tRE THEREFORE HEREBY SUMMONED TO APPEAR ON 

ncy r,<■• ■ 15TH fcr-Y OF FEBRUARY 1->F5 AT THE HOUR OF TEN O’CLOCK 

the Magistrates' Court sitting at the Guildhall, Nottingham to show cause why 
ve not paid the said sum(s). 

do not appear you will be proceeded against as if you had appeared and be dealt with according to law. 

0 •' T £ P THE r'ir-TH »> * Y 0 f J AND/ 


Justice of the Peace for the City first above mentioned ^ 



SCHEDULE 
GENERAL RATE 



If THE AMOUNT OF the above costs together with the rates claimed BE PAID to 

RATING AUTHQBfTY AT THf CITY TREASURY GUILD HAIL, BURTON STREET. NOT TING 
NG1 2DE BEFORE THE PAY ON WHICH THIS SUMMONS IS RETURNABLE ALL FURTHER I 
CEFOINGS Will BE STOPPED 


pace 3 bn 









Justice for lamen 


'ATTORNEY GENERAL CLOSES INVESTIGATION AND THERE IS NO CHARGES AGAINST NBCD* 

»»»*» * * * ** *»: m *■■■*■**• * + * ********** m an tt * * it * * * m * m ********** * 
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BEHIN 

Armstrong Spungin d Scott 





SOLICITORS & Commissions For Oaths 


M. F. SFUNGIH, o.i.s.* axsrr* 
M. L. SCOTT 


evm 


HI'S/ BEF/10662« 


10a King’s Walk 

Parliament Stress 

Nottingham NGl 2AG 

Telephones: 0602 - *7JlSf 
A 40513 

16th March 1984. 


Dear Hr. Boyd* 


I haw today had a telephone call from Inspector Pickard who informs 
ae that he has now received instructions from the Attorney General’s Office 
that no further action is to be taken against you in respect of ’’Nottingham 

Behind Closed Doors”. 

It is odd that you mentioned this to me this week, but apparently the 
information has only just come through, you can, therefore, cease to have 
any anxieties with regard to that matter. 


Mr. J.J. Boyd, 

38, Pereira! Road, 
Sherwood, 
Nottingham* 

The 
Law 
Society 

No. 10 <£•-. Midland) Uga! Aid i 


“Law Society 1 ’ 

The sterlcs m land are 

mere fearful than those at sea. 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


Far your espy of "Nettiagfaam Behind Closed Boom 11 *~ 
CoKtaeti- “Justice for ytmm* 

*/• 32s Shakesp»ar« Street, Mettiaghaa* 

(Festal Address ealy) Eaclosiag 7Sp dsaatiea, 
P & Pestiag, 



Yours sincere’ y, 







Legal Aid Office 
5 Friar Lane 
Nottingham 
NGl 6BW 
MDX 10035 NOTTINGHAM 

Telephone {0602) 412424 
Mr* Addison 

pfmse ask for. .... 











WHY IS LEXIE REID IN COURT ? 

WHO IS THE LAW PROTECTING TODAY ? 



Lexie Reid was married to Victor Southam The decree 
absolute for their divorce has now come through. 



Lexie as a single woman is now entitled to Supplementary | 

^ Benefit and payment of her rates -rates/ciaimant^oes not \ 
paid direct from Treasury to Council, the clair 

" receive the money. jA 


, th f a ieMer from Victor Southam, the rat 

On the strength of a ^e,te . - were transferred 

debts that he incurred as her nuooan 
Sto the name of Mrs V Southam 


THIS IS AN ILLEGAL ACi 


Lexie Held received a summons to appear in court for 
non-payment of a £40 rates bill. 


- Before the decree was made absolute Victor Southam 
was liable for rates payments 


After the decree absolute Lexie's rates should 
bepaid automatically by the Treasury. 


WHY IS LEXIE IN COURT ? 
THESE ARE NOT HER DEBTS. 



I 


Lexie has been fighting for her rights and the ^S hts of 
other women who have had the law used against them- 


Tt's time to expose the corruption and criminal acts 
, of husbands? lawyers, and judges, who choose to ignore the 
< pain and injustice suffered by women under a system 
run by men for men. 


lamacr 




LEXIE NEEDS 


SUPPORT 


PUBLICISE HER STRUGGLE 



. . .... e and The City Treasur 

obby these splicxtors . _. qi , 

ohn Hodgson (for V.Southam) TfcL ' i*.7 2-51*1 10671 

usan Gregson-Murray (for Lexie) i* I | q The Guildhall 

Nelson (for Lexie) if- "7 b 3 US 

and your local 
^ oounoi11ors 






















